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Equation Y = 1.021695683 * X + 1.172564431
Number of data points used = 83
~ Coef of determination, R-squared = 0.631604
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_Figure 8. PMyo — Higley versus Central Phoenix, Winter 2004/2005
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| Figure 9. PMyo - Higley versus Central Phoenix, Winter 2005/2006



APPENDIX VI

EXHIBIT 2

TRAFFIC COUNT DATA FOR 2006 AND 2010



Traffic Counts for 2006‘

-ID Road Name Section Traffic Count
1 | Greenfield Rd Warner Rd~Camellia Dr 12,044
2 | Higley Rd Warner Rd~Ray Rd 16,349
3 | Recker Rd Warner Rd~Ray Rd 5,020
4 | Ray Rd Greenfield Rd~Val Vista Dr 17,228
5| Ray Rd Higley Rd~Greenfield Rd 9,943
6 | Ray Rd Recker Rd~Higley Rd 9,651
7 | Recker Rd Ray Rd~Williams Field Rd 2,607
8 | Williams Field Rd Greenfield Rd~Val Vista Dr 16,023
9 | Williams Field Rd Higley Rd~Greenfield Rd 16,211
10 | Williams Field Rd Rittenhouse Rd~Higley Rd 14,999
11 | Williams Field Rd Recker Rd~Rittenhouse Rd 9,999
12 | Williams Field Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd 8,894
13 | Higley Rd Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd 21,263
14 | Recker Rd Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd 5,818
15 | Pecos Rd Higley Rd~Greenfield Rd 18,053
16 | Pecos Rd Recker Rd~Higley Rd 7,948
17 | Pecos Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd 6,372
18 | RayRd Power Rd~Recker Rd 10,835
19 | Higley Rd Ray Rd~Williams Field Rd’ 18,806
20 | Santan Village Pkwy Camellia Dr~Ray Rd"™ 5,000
21 | Santan Village Pkwy Ray Rd~Williams Field Rd"™ 5,000
22 | Santan Village Pkwy Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd™ 5,000
23 | Rittenhouse Rd Recker Rd~Williams Field Rd™ 5,000
24 | Rittenhouse Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd™ 5,000

* Since traffic count for this section was not available, it was interpolated from ID 2 and ID 12 above.
** Since traffic counts for these sections were not available and there were no proper references for
interpolation, their traffic counts were assumed as 5,000.




Traffic Counts for 2010

Base Future
Year Year

R Traffic |Projection| Traffic

DL RoadName - L. o n iSection . - _Count | Rate | Count
1 | Greenfield Rd Warner Rd~Camellia Dr 12,044 1.311 15,790
2 | Higley Rd Warner Rd~Ray Rd 16,349 1.819 | 29,739
3 | Recker Rd Warner Rd~Ray Rd 5,020 2.663 13,368
4 | Ray Rd Greenfield Rd~Val Vista Dr 17,228 1.728 29,770
5 | RayRd Higley Rd~Greenfield Rd 9,943 2.304 | 22,909
6 | Ray Rd Recker Rd~Higley Rd 9,651 2.515 24272
7 | Recker Rd Ray Rd~Williams Field Rd 2,607 2.18 5,683
8 | Williams Field Rd Greenfield Rd~Val Vista Dr 16,023 2.077 | 33,280
9 | Williams Field Rd Higley Rd~Greenfield Rd 16,211 1.219 19,761
10 | Williams Field Rd Rittenhouse Rd~Higley Rd 14,999 1.279 19,184
11 | Williams Field Rd Recker Rd~Rittenhouse Rd 9,999 1.279 12,789
12 | Williams Field Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd 8,894 1.605 14,275
13 | Greenfield Rd Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd 31,089 2252 | 70,012
14 | Higley Rd Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd 21,263 4206 | 89,432
15 | Recker Rd Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd 5,818 447 | 26,006
16 | Pecos Rd Higley Rd~Greenfield Rd 18,053 1.364 | 24,624
17 | Pecos Rd Recker Rd~Higley Rd 7,948 1.12 8,902
18 | Pecos Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd 6,372 1.025 6,531
19 | Ray Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd 10,835 1.714 18,570
20 | Higley Rd Ray Rd~Williams Field Rd 18,806 2.707 | 50,908
21 | Santan Village Pkwy | Camellia Dr~Ray Rd” 5,000 n/a 7,341
22 | Santan Village Pkwy | Ray Rd~Williams Field Rd"™ 5,000 n/a 6,809
23 | Santan Village Pkwy | Williams Field Rd~Pecos Rd" 5,000 n/a 8,083
24 | Rittenhouse Rd Recker Rd~Williams Field Rd 5,000 0.98 4,900
25 | Rittenhouse Rd Power Rd~Recker Rd 5,000 1.087 5,435
26 | Santan Fwy 202 “ n/a n/a| 25,665

* Projection rates were derived from the 2007 Traffic Assignment data for 2006 and 2010 provided by
MAG Transportation Group.
** Since these sections do not exist in the 2007 traffic assignment data for 2006, projection rates could not
be derived. Thus, the 2007 traffic assignment data for 2010 were used for the future year traffic counts.






